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spring, and is kept moist throughout t ht» summor by a heavv, 
clav sub-soil. The sedge spreads ehiefly by its long, creeping 
rootstocks, which produce new shoots at intervals of 1 to 2 
centimeters. It is particularly pre valen t, to the exclusion of all 
other growth, in a foot-path, about 3 feet wide, which is periodi- 
eally mowed. 

The Fairchild Garden, 125acres in extent, wasacquired in 1935 
by the National Audubon Society. Prior to this time, it was 
maintained by Benjamin Fairchild, over a period ol 50 years, as a 
private wild-flower sanctuary. During this long 
introduced ttowering plants and shrubs from Georgia to Maine, 
planting them in natural situations which seemed to suit their 
particular requirements. Maintenance consisted in keeping the 
requirements static by the elimination of brushy growths and 
other aggressive plants. 

With these introduced plants have come many accidental 
introductions. (ialium concinnum grows, and flowers freely, but 
prodnces little fruit. Houstonia purpurea is spreading over a 
large area. 




corollata is well established. Carex 
trichocarpa is known to have come in with Lylhrum Salicaria from 
the I ludson Hiver Yalley, and now covers several acres of swampy 
land. This historieni background probably explains the occur- 
rence of Cyperus brevifolius. 

The writer is indebted to Mr. C. A. Weatherby, of the Gray 
Herbarium, for the idontification of, and information about this 
species. 

Specimens have been deposited in the Gray Herbarium, the 
Herbarium of the Connecticut Botanical Society, at Yale Uni- 
versity and the Herbarium of the Audubon Nature Center, at 
Greenwich, Conn.— Leonaiid J. Bradley, Audubon Nature 
Center. 


Physostegia Correllii (Lundell), comb. nov. Dracocephalum 
Correllii Lundell, Wrightia 1: 1(35. 1947.—The author of the new 
species first assigned it to the genus Physostegia in manuscript, 
but substituted Dracocephalum in deference to the opinion of 
Elizabeth McClintoek, who has recently annotated numerous 

7 t/ 

herbarium specimens under the latter genus. This accords with 
the trcatment in SmalPs Manual of the Southeastern Flora (1933), 
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which in tum followed the unfortunatc proposal by ad ho ren ts of 
tho American Code to make the first. speeies listed by Linnacus 
the type for its genus. Remnants of this same proposal crept 
into the proposed list of type speeies by Hitchcock and Green, 
published as a supplement (not an integral part) of the Inter¬ 
national Rules. There Dracocephalum virginianum, the first of 
the speeies listed by Linnacus, is given as “speeies lectotypica.” 
Happily this supplement is in no way binding, and is a list of 
suggestions only. Many of the suggestions show lack of knowl- 
edge of the genera for which types are proposed; some are quite 
unacceptable. For example, Aster Amellus is offered as the type 
of its genus. This Eurasian speeies (known in the United States 
in several horticultural forms) was not considered one of the 
Asteres Veri, subgenus Euaster, or equivalent group by anv of the 
leading students of the genus—Nees, De Candolle, Cray, Ben- 
tham (in Bentham and Hooker, largely following Gray), Hoff- 
mann (in Engler and Prantl, largely following Bentham and 
Gray); and the circumscription of subgenus Euaster by these 
authorities has been unanimously followed by other authors 
dealing only with American speeies—Nuttall, Burgess, Small, 
Rydberg. 


To make Dracocephalum virginianum, the type of its genus 
would likewise mean abandonment of the unanimous usage of 
Bentham, Gray, Chapman, Small (prior to 1933), Britton and 
Brown, llobinson and Fernald, L. 11. Bailey, and more recently 
of Fassett, Fernald, Deam, and G. N. Jones, as well as the 
equally unanimous usage of scedsmen and nurserymen both in 
the United States and abroad. I can see no justification for the 
replacement of Physostegia Benth. by Dracocephalum L. 1 

Physostegia Correllii is a perennial producing rhizomes, in the 
manner of the eultivated plants assigned to P. virginiana (L.) 
Benth. or P. speciosa Sweet. Most of the speeies native to Texas 

i This case was dearly presented (along with many others in which lack of under- 
standing of the plants was too evident in the typifications by Hitchcock and Green) 
by Rehder and me when we were members of tlie Special Committee on the Nomen- 
clature of the Phanerogamia and Pteridophyta appointed at Cambridge in 1930. 
The faet that the British Chairman of the Committee refused to accept our careful 
analyses was indicative of an attitude which was not wholly constructive. Fortu- 
nately, I am informed, the proper typiflcation of Dracocephalum and numerous other 
Linnaean genera, has been again proposed to the present Commission on Nomencla- 
ture, as implied in Weatherby*s footnote 50a in the unofficial edition of the Inter¬ 
national Rules in Brittonia, vi. 115 (1947).—M. L. F. 
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aro annuals— P. Digitalis Small, P. intcrmedia (Nutt.) Clray 
(authorship incorroctly given in Index Kewcnsis as “Engelm. & 


Gray”), and P. angus 



Fornald. Oocasional specimens 


show slight developmont of a rhizome-like oxtension of the stom, 
but this I suspect is tho rosult of burial under mud in spring. 
In central and eastern Texas, to which tho genus is largely 
restrieted, “gully-washers” aro the rule at that season.— Lloyd 
H. Shinners, Southern Methodist University, Dallas. 


THE RANGE OF KIAERIA STARKEI IN QUEBEC 

James Kucyniak 

The long-awaited appearance of Professor Wm. C. Steere’s 
important contribution to aretie and circumboreal botany, 

[Musci, Nat. Mus. of Can. Rull. No. 97: 370-490. 1947] affords 
the author the opportunity to re-examine 



! distribution of 
Kiaeria Starkei (Web. & Mohr) Hagen in Quebec. 

In his paper, Dr. Steeiie lists K. Starkei as a circumboreal 
species which in North America extends southwards to the 
northernmost tior of United States. The moss has so far proven 
to be of infrequent occurrence. Material only from the southern- 
most portion of the area which Dr. N. Polunin [Botany of the 
('anadian Eastern Arctic. Part /. Nat. Mus. of ('an. Bull. No. 92: 
1. 1940] defined as the Canadian Eastern Arctic was examined, 
viz., two collections made by Polunin : Wolstenholme (Northern¬ 
most Quebec) and Burwell (Northern Labrador). 

An interpretation of the plant’s distribution based upon the 
localities given by Dr. Steere, contrasted with the range which 
Abbé Ernest Lepage attribute-s to it in Quebec, ereates wliat 
appears to be still another problem in plant distribution. Listing 
the Quebec records of K. Starkei under Arctoa Starkei (Web. <fe 


Mohr) Grout, Abbé Lerage [Les 



c?is, les mousses et les 


hépatiques du Québec . . . Le Nat. Can. 72:315. 1945] sets aside 

as doubtful two early reports: the Mt. Albert (Gaspé County) 
collection made by John Macoun and that from Manicuagan 
River, Summit Lake (Saguenay County) by A. P. Low in 1895. 
However, he considers valid three collections reported by F. 
Marie-Anselme from the following localities: Waterloo (ShelTord 





